I" OKU Ulttwifc, — 

711 flm rw^KCi* OrtAK< Boul«*AKD 
bah AHset-MO. CAUFOHMIA B4»«JO-tD4S 

{4<m toe oi«o 


1 

2 

5 


4 

5 


8 

9 


KU3 LAW offices 

Ford Greene, Escruire - 

711 Sir Francis Drake ( Boulevard 
San Anselmo, California 94960--949 
Telephone: (415) 258-0360 


ISASS^Scaaiffl ». AZNARAN 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


VICKI J. AZNARAN and RICHARD N- 
AZNARAN, 


) 


Case NO. CV-38-178S-JMKEX) 


Plaintiffs, 


) 

) 

) 

) 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC., et ai. 


Defendants. 




PLAINTIFFS’ EX PARTE 
APPLICATION for 
of HEARING date, or, IN th. 
alternative, for an „ ttv 
enlargement of time to file 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT; 

declaration of counsel; 
memorandum of points and 

artTWORITlSS --- 


and RELATED COUNTER CLAIM 


) 


Date: Discretionary 
Tine: Discretionary 

Hon. Janes M. Idenan 


Ct: 


TO de r E ndri>t S ® their counsel Of record: 

T „„ , t th . discretion of the Court, the 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that at - 

m o * A2n3r , 3>ft snd 

Honorable Janes M. laeman presiding, am 

Richard N, —ran will - the above-entitled court 
continuing to December IT. 1990 , the hearing date whereupon th 
will determine the notion for —ary Judgement filed on or ab 

„ 1590 In the alternative. Plaintiffs revest 

October , ilo thair opposition to 

enlargement of time to November is, mao, 

Defendants' Motion for summary Judgement. EXHIBIT O' 078 

(i 0 b 02 S 
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the Federal 


• <, based upon Rules 56(f) ana 6(b) 

This motion IS based up „ x an4 ,.,.2. 

Of civil Procedure and local Rules 

Rules of civxJ- At ,, rrw 

. , lo90 HUB tAW CZ2J^-Z -- 

DATBD: Noveacer 14, 19 9 ° 



*fO^D GREENE , . 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 


Z H 

5S 


r .T.^^ION O F C0U*g J£ 

•tropn declares: Q f 

r , . to practice law in the COU-uS of 

- t as an attorney licensee _ 

*w Middle District Of California fo- the 
the state of California, the . att0Erey of record for Vicki 

United states District Court and am the attorney 
uni niaintiffs herein. 

j. Aznaran and P.ichara N. Aanaran ' defenda nts jointly fil«* 

- “ “ ° =t : b “ t 1 unmary Recent with the 

their Notice or Mo.-o nemorandum in 

_ .. he = rd on November 19, 1S3U ' 

natter set tc be he_r- 

, _ _ ion is 72 pages in length. 

support. o_ t*-- plaintiffs and 

v *r stioulation among the pi 

3 • F T::ron =- about November 5, 1990, the hearing date was 

defendants. plaintiffs' opposition would be due 

continued to December 3, 

on Noveaibe? IS, 2 . 990 . parte 

. r 13 19 90, I attempted to *-l® 

4 . on ,-cvember^. ^ ±dentical in substance to 

notion with t„e couru ^ application was raj acted for 

the instant application, howeve , - ‘ transmitted by , 

filing because the original s ignature thereon b ^ ^ 

a Me and correct copy of C*vii 

telecopier. A - the e x parte application is 

office of the Clerk m connec plaintiffs' 

attached hereto as axhi • 1S90 , and plaintiffs 

response to have teen filed was Move. ' £XH(B| _ Q Q7< 

j page 2. __ _ __'. 
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,. u 9r , £ y Parte Application to 

attempted, but in fact did not i- _ ursn ant to Local 

. _ ■_ ,•cation brought pursuant 

Continue or Enlarge, tne he - -■ Dlain tiffs were to file 

*ule 7.3.2 because the time withtn vh.ch platnt, 
their oDDosition to' Rents' **. ** bcticp has ~P«-- 

5 Defendants have raised a myriad at in theta »-X- « 

— — iS * t;“ e Tt mnl 5 atlln that 

mention that ,-£«■ _ ld be distend. 

the corporate in^egn^y 

. „ defendants constitute a single entity 

Plaintiffs have pleated .hat respec tive 

controlled by cne to three individuals and that . 

mte , rte ,—<tv should be disregarded. In .his -eg 

corporate j leader, David 

„ „ = nl aintif f s have served top Scientology -C.der, 

other P ur P° ’ ‘ ‘ , They are litigating to compel 

._-= ieoosition subpoena. Tney 

WiS cav^gc Vitn - «e P # defendant RTC and 

-a.- _ .e David Miscavige whom ce-en 

O.V,- his deposition of uavia 

the his p . . . -ruling is expected 

■ h ,v. souaht to ouash. Magistrate nick s r.Xing 
Miscavige have sought uw * 

thl£ r\_ a . x recuire additional tine to obtain the affidavits 

to et least there is an issue of fact with 

th at are re^-~ ~ or the Soientology- 

related end controlled defendants end whether or not their respective 
corporate insulation should be penetrated. J-- 

obtain such information and evidence -^r «- « 

roll infl bo obtain and marehau 

three weeks anc an contin 9 raised by 

... 11V I heve endeavored to meet the multiple issues raised . 

additionally, a have en the drafting of 

. i.v.- r 72 page motion and to comp-et 

defendants in die.r 7 p g 

plaintiffs r opposition thereto. 
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rnTn-olian^ * ' Ru ^ e 7,lS ‘~ y coU i d complete * he 

7 . It , £ —- j et 7; alt ; ng the .: ?0Eiti0 n o« «- 

gathering of evidence end conp however, X «as 

— - - " ^e; .. X..O. « 

unable ho do «»«• and ser ved on Tuesday, 

— “ — «" * - 

**"'“*“ 1=, »»<•• ^ s ,' opposi tion. When it became oiear that 

effort to complete plain , tion _ z notified a courier 

1 *"** n ° r **_ document to Loo Angeles the sane 

service that a " culd1 ”*^ the drafting of what started out to 

day (November »•*> and arrived at my office and 

b e the instant motion. ication , the electricity in my 

*■ “* •“ “ .... »e “ »■' 

saoticn of the building housi s was attempting to 

ti- X discovered that X had^nc^s ^ ^ within 

prlnt . I was unable to pro- ^ beca use I had to redraft 

th e time reguired, to get , ^ * parte application to ios 

«“ — TO£r2 r not leave the signature space blent for an 
Angsles , but =1 - ' aXfand signed it instead. Thus, 

authorized person - * ^ s _ fcr fixing. 

the clerk's office wou " (but to the power outage was 

Xn light Of the fact that X had to (but^ ^ ^ 

unable to) provide a courier wi - ^ ^ be fil ed in Lcs 

outset of the day in order to insure to contact 

- , n * the business day, i 

Angeles before the o o original application. However, 

opposing counsel with re P ^ « parte application to 

- approwimatexy ^ ^ “ 081 

local counsel for al ’EXHIBIT'D 1) {30(12 9 


rjOT n- sc »u «"■«»»“ ”* 
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aAM am«klmo. CAUKonurA o*oao-' 

(41M) *00*0300 


, T vas notifi^ci- that the 
subseauerrtly, at the end of the day when I was n 

. „ refurned, I telephoned the 

. hP6T! received and ' 

e * parte applies ^ ^ eiteet at torney 

la „ fir. of Bowies and .oxen and .««- ^ j _ afivi sed uere 

Kendrick Hoxon or Laurie Bar.i s , recep tionist to advise.the* 

no t available.. X left a resale with the re P .. ef 

• - to file the herein application fO- 

that I mtenceo to fi fte , the t iae to 

• .< on to file the herein application a.ter 
obtaining permission either continue the 

the R ,o- s 56 notion had elapsed and to - 
oppose the R~ B „ 12 r- a the time for my response 

„ __ai 0 n or to enlarge ^ 
hearing date or. the notion 


to * *> rt „„nce this apolication or 

Thus , X do not Know whether counsel oppose - 



, oeriury pursuant to the lews o. the Stat 
order penalty of peri y - , and correct 

. - n-rabv declare that the foregoing is true 

California x hereby cec mat ters stated to 

_ _ v first-hand knowledge, ekeepu -ose 
according to ^i- s - n * ___ \ be1 ieve then 

, h ^ ief and as to those matters, I 
be on information ana belie-, a. 


to be true. 



„-m. or BOIOT. S awn WTSOB iaaS. 

. v-s-*Y~t^ 2.HQ 

Local Rule 7.18 ’authorizes making an e P - 

Local ... . uh : ch a document is 

Local —, states that the tine within whl^ ^ ^ ^ 

required to be filed may be enlarged by fil , ng . Rule 6 of the 

after the expiration of the time for sue a motion 

. , Civil Procedure further authorises bringing 

Federal Rules of Civi . riHmvaj 

for the enlargement of time to respond to a ^^3,^0 8 2 ? 0 003 ' 

me pajce macATio* w» aMrtunwtt:E 

page S. _ __ . . .-- r c . 












































, „„ civil Procedure authorizes 

pule 56(f) of the T * dera l n Z Z* ion for sugary judgement in 

I continuing the the notion no —in affidavits 

order to allow * 

I required to defeat -the notion. have ’ filed a notion the 

In the instant “ lensth; roore tha n twice the 

| memorandum for -» 1C - without the authorization 

I— - — •“"£ ZZTJL — — — ts 

Lust provide evidence Justify^ ^ p lain tiffs 

veils of the respective cefenoan a ^ ^ ^ deiend ants- notion 

(require more time both *o reSP ^ successfully resist it. 

(and to obtain the evidence ne m3 he s ech rules as 

~ rea.n.civ.r. ..<« ^ opposing party requirinq 

I • -*> m the situation of an Vk' 

are appropnau- u • iff res pectfully request tha 

additional tine to respond, Plaintiffs 

hearing date be continued to Decembe intiff . respectfully 

x„ tne alternative, pursuant to Rt.e P and serve 

I a. on1aMe the time for them to 
request that the Court enlarge 

their opposition to November 19, cour t order that the 

II . : n c^ffs re<?ue st that tni& 

I m eve ' nt ' P „ T.intiffs' opposition will not be 

Lstant motion be filed so that plaintiffs P. 

considered to be in default ^ ljvw ^ £J£S ^ 

DATED: November 14, 19 



^tSS£Tf=r plaintiffs 


^EXHIBIT D 


os; 

diido3i 


yLAxmrrs' se parte 


^plication rc* co«i««anc 
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